
UNCLASSIFIED

AD NUMBER

AD241240

NEW LIMITATION CHANGE

TO
Approved for public release, distribution
unlimited

FROM
Distribution authorized to U.S. Gov't.
agencies and their contractors; Specific
Authority; 27 May 1960. Other requests
shall be referred to Naval Radiological
Defense Lab, San Francisco CA.

AUTHORITY

USNRDL ltr 19 Apr 1967

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED



II aIII i . IIL

I'

:; ,'.IASSIFiED

ttEF"_ES •TIiE TECHNICAL INFORMATION AGENCY
ATLiNSCITN HALL STATION

I ILRLirtG-ON 12, VIRGINIA

"i

iJ

1w

i •LA EHE

• .- -



REPRODUCTION QUALITY NOTICE

This document is the best quality available. The copy furnished
to DTIC contained pages that may have the following quality
problems:

"* Pages smaller or larger than normal.

"* Pages with background color or light colored printing.

"* Pages with small type or poor printing; and or

@ Pages with continuous tone material or color
photographs.

Due to various output media available these conditions may or
may not cause poor legibility in the microfiche or hardcopy output
you receive.

E If this block is checked, the copy furnished to DTIC
contained pages with color printing, that when reproduced in
Black and White, may change detail of the original copy.



NOTICE: When government or other drawings, speci-
fications or other data are used for any purpose
other than in connection with a definItely related
government procureme;-t operation, the U. S.
Government thereby incurs no responsibility, nor any
obligation whatsoever; and the fact that the Govern-
ment may have fornulatedc furnished, or in any way
supplied the said drawings, specifications, or other
data is not to be regarded by implication or other-
wise as in any manner licensing the holder or any
other person or corporation, or conveying any rights
or permission to manufacture, use or sell any
patented invention that may in any way be related
thereto.



Copy I. N .

'. I
A THEORY OF FORMATION OF FALLOUT FROM LAND-SURFACE

SNUCLEAR DETONATIONS AND D!-CAY OF THE FISSION PRODUCTS

Research and Development Technical Report USNRDL-TR-425

- Z7 May 1960

by

AL t, G F. Miller

SS A t4 F R A N C 1 5 C 0 2 4 C A L I F 0 R N I A



A THEORY OF FORMATION OF FALLOUT FROM LAND-SURFACE
NUCLEAR DETONATIONS AND DECAY OF THE FISSION PRODUCTS

Research and Development Technical Report USNRDL-TR-425

S-FOIl 05 11
OCDM

27 May 1960

by

G.F. Miller

Chemical Technology Division
C.F. Miller, Head

Scientific Director Commanding Officer and Director
P. C. Tompkins Captain J. H. McQuilkin, USN

U.S. NAVAL RADIOLOGICAL DEFENSE LABORATORY
San Francisco 24, California



ABSTRACT

The current concepts of the 2i-mation of fall-
out from land surface nuclear detoLations have been
reviewed. Thermodynamic equations have been devel-
oped for a part of the oveall c l c.satic', process
to account for fractionation of thV radioactive
species. Empirical functions for . of the fix-l-
ball parameters have been developed :Lrom available
data and assumptions about the utlij.zaticn -of the
energy released in a nuclear-explo-._n- These
functions and available data on the .,'p-c , pressure
of fission product elements and compounds (mainly
oxides) &ad on the fission yields i-om fission of
U2 3 5 , U2 3 d, and Pu239 were utilizce.. to compute
decay curves for the unfracti,.nate,i mixtures and
for an idealized fallout condition from a surface
nuclear detonation.I
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SU•IARY

The Problem

The radiological hazard from nuclear detonations arises from
the fact that radioactive materials produced in the explosion become
associated w-ith rather large particles of en-výlrnmental materials
that fall back to earth shortly afterward. The accumulation of
these particles on the earth's surface creates a gamma radiation
hazard because of radioactive contert of tha particles.

The nature, degree, and type of hazard over a prolonged time
period depends upon the radioactive composition of the particles.
Tt is knovn that the decay rates of the fission products produced
in weapons tests differs from one shot to another and also differs
from one location to another for a given shot. It is also knovn
that, in a nuclear war for which countermeasures are to be developed
and planned, the materials at likely targets &re different from
those at weapons test sites. Therefore to explain the causes of
the different observed radiation decay of fallout and better define
the radiological hazards and countermeasure requirements, a better
understanding of the mechanism(s) of fallout formation is required.

Findings

In this report an attempt is made to describe mathematically some
of the processes of fallout formation. A general process of fallout
for;.ation is outlined based on the observed structures and types of
fallout particles produced by nuclear explosions. Thermodynamic
equations are developed to describe some of the possible types of
condensation that could occur. The conditions of temperature, pres-
sure, volume, time, and energy utilization for establishing the
boundary conditions of the condensation processes are obtained from
some of the data in The Effects of Nuclear Weaponsl 4 together with
numerous assumptions in order to make estimates for land surface
detonations. The boundary conditions and thermal data are used to
esLitin:te the amount of m.elted soil present in the fireball, when the-
temperature has decreased to the soil melting point.

Data on the vapor pressures of the fission product elements and
compounds (mainly oxides) is summarized. The fission yields for slow
and fast fission of U2 3 5, U238; and 1,,039 are discussed and summarized.
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tor some of the fission processes, estimates of the fission yield were
made to complete the yield curve for use in computations.

Using an ideal non-reactive soil with a defined melting point
of 11s000C and which formed ideal dilute solutions with the fission
product (usually as the oxide) elements, computations are made for
a surface land detonation with an estimated yield of 2.3 MT and in
which the temperature of 111000C occurs at 60 sec after detonation.
For this case: it is estimated that 6-3 % of the total energy was
contained in the liquid particles just prior to their solidification
at the melting point.

Calculations are made of the disintegration rates, photon emis-
sion rates, photon-energy emission rates, and air-ionization rates
from the unfractionated or normal mixture of figsion products from
the slow- and fast-neutron fission of U2 35, UCU , and Pu2 3 9 . The
six ionization rate decay curves gave ratios of the r/hr at 1 hr
(at 3 ft above an infinite smooth plane) to KT equivalents per sq
mi that range from 3400 to 3950.

For the idealized detonation conditions in vhich the computations
assume only one particle size (i.e., that none fall out of the fire-
ball up to 60 sec, and then all the particles leave in solid form),
computations of the disintegration rates and air-ionization rates for
thernmal and Liqsion-neutron fission of U2 3 5 , 8 Mev-neutron (broad band)
fission of jj2 3t, and fission-neutron fission of Pu2 39 . In these caseu,
the ratios of the r/hr at 1 hr (at 3 ft above an infinite smooth plane)
to KT equivalents per sq mi are found to range from 14h0 to 1560. If
induced activities, instrument response, and terrain roughness factors
are considered, this ratio could be as low as 1000. However, for a
fractionate- mdxture, the ratio has no real meaning. In addition, the
ratio is not constant, except for a single compyutation; in a real fall-
out area it will change with particle size and distance from shot point.
The report gives some suggestions for further improvements in the theory
and suggests possible methods for making more realistic and comprehen-
sive computations.
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SECTION 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 OBJECTIVES

The major objectives of this report are to formalize some of
the current concepts of formation of fallout from land-surface
detonations and to develop approximating formulae, by use of
thermodynamics logic and empirical functions, for the purpose of
computing - or estimating - the radioactive decay of such fallout.
Test detonations from which this type of information- could be ob-
tained have not yet been conducted. Another objective was to
develop a procedure for computing decay curves and to demonstrate
its use by making sanmple calculations.

1.2 SCOPE

The report is divided into seven sections. In this section
(INiTODUCTION), the general background material is summarized.
Inferences are made from analyses of fallout particles with re-
gard to how they must have been formedy and some definitions of
fractionation are given.

In Section 2, the condensation process in the formation of
fallout is described and equations are derived, for several alter-
nate processes.

In Section 3, data on the vapor pressures of the fission
product oxides, elements, and. some compounds together with the
oxides of a few other elements are summarized. Some equations
are given to illustrate the use of the data in the computations.



In Section 4, some empirical functions are derived for esti--
mating the amount of energy Prom a land surface nuclear explosion
that is available for vaporizing and/or melting soil particles.
In the development of the material for this section, correlation
of the information given in The Effects of Nuclear Weapons,l'1 which
is the only unclassified source available, led to h.ie finding of a
number of inconsistencies in data and data treatment in that docu-
ment. However, it is emphasized that the scope of this report does
not iiclude criticizing that document but rather utilizing its con-
tents to establish the approximating formulae necessary for this
study.

In Section 5, available data on the fission yields for several
fissile materials are summarized. Correlation techniques were used
to estimate the yields of mass chains for which data were not available.

In Sections 6 and 7, the computational methods and sample calcu-
lations of the decay curves are described for both unfractionated and
fractionated fission products. The calculations are made for diff-
erent fissile materials. The comparisons given for the fractionated
mixture are based on calculations for a non-reactive soil that formed
an ideal solution with all fission product oxides in the liquid state.
Further study and experimental results will be required before the
calculations can be made for a process that more closely corresponds
to the real one.

1.3 LIMITATIONS

The many items considered in the general treatment all have a
common limitation: the lack of sufficient available unclassified
data for testina thp validity of individual formula or the completed
computation.

In the text itself, the assumptions and postulates are stated
usually only once in order to minimize undue interruption of the
main line of the argument and development of the material. Conclu-
sions and comparisons are often stated without definite repeated
reference to the original assumptions. This limitation is given
here as a caution to the reader in the use of the computational
results given in this report.

The computational results were made for illustrative use only
since an idealized chemical system was used. A great deal of addi-
tional work can be done to improve the quantitative aspects of the
theory. This report may be most helpful in identifying the type of
information needed for improving both the conceptual basis for deriv-
ing the mathematics and the quantitative use of the theory.

2



1.4 BACKGROUND

In a nuclear detonation employing fissionable materials about
90 fission-product mass chains (40 elements) are produced. The
high temperatures immediately following the detonation virtually
assure that all of these elements are immediately vaporized so
that the fallout formation process is one in which these elements
condense from a vapor phase during the cooling of the fireball.
Among the 90-odd mass-chains produced, with specific fission yields
depending on the fissile material and the neutron energy, there are
many atomic species and compounds whose volatilities at high tem-
peratures are very different. Hence, at a given temperature, the
range of values of the equilibrium partial vapor pressure of the
various species and compounds will be large. A condensation pro-
cess that occurs in a system of a rapidly decreasing high temper-
ature can be expected therefore to result in the preferential
condensation of the less volatile elements. This should, in turn,
result in an alteration of the relative abundance of the fission
product mass chains or radionuclides as found in fallout compared
to the amounts initially produced. Any such alteration, when
observed, is usually called fractionation.

A general description of some of the fallout particles found
in local fallout from surface and tower shots and of how they cc 9 ld
have originated has been given by Adams and coworkers.l, 2' 3'4,5J,5)7

The essential details of this work that have been used in this report
are: (1) condensation of the fission product elements can begin at
the highest temperature at which a macroscopic liquid phase can
exist in the fireball and this liquid phase will essentially consist
of substances such as iron oxide (tower shots) or aluminum and sili-
con oxides (surface ground shot), and (2) the fission products that

co-condense with or into liquid particles are dissolved-into the
melts and remain there as compounds or in solid solution when the
particles solidify.

In low tower shots, it appears that the very small drops of
vapor-condensed iron oxide are later dissolved by melted soil par-
ticles to form a glassy iron oxide-silicon oxide solution. Data
on the solubility of fission product elements into dilute acids and
complexing agents, obtained by Fuller 8 from the larger particles
from a low tower shot that fell close to ground zero, show that
only a very small fraction of the fission products are soluble.

However, data on the solubility, obtained by Larson9 from smaller
particles collected at greater distances from shot point, give
larger fractions of soluble fission products; his data show also
that radioelements other than just the daughter products of rare
gas nuclides are among the soluble group of elements.
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The essential facts from these data are that some of each of
the fission products condenses into liquid particles and that some
of each condensed onto the surfacE of solidified particles. Also,
the particles that fall in 'he local areas downwind from shot point
(and where the amount that falls out is large enough to produce a
significant radiation hazard) are too large to have been produced
by a vapor condensation process. These particles therefore are
formed either from the break-up of a bulk liquid melt or from the
melting of single grains of soil that enter the fireball after it
has cooled to some given temperature.

The general condensation process can therefore be divided into
two time periods. The first period of the process is characterized
by the presence of gas and liquid phases and the second period by
the existence of gas and solid phases. The first period of conden-
sation ends when the bulk carrier or substrate material of the par-
ticles solidifies. The degree to which the change of phase of the
carrier affects the continuity of the process and the distribution
of each fission product element in or on a particle will depend on
the thermo-chemical properties of the interacting materials. Some
fission product elements may condense by sublimation on the surface
of the particle and be readily available for solution upon contact
with water. Others may react with the substrate material and/or
diffuse through the surface of the particle.

One particular aspect of first period of condensation is im-
portant. This is that the fission prodact vapors condense into
the liquid phase of. the carrier material to form a very dilute
solution.

The fraction of each fission product element' that condenses
into the liquid carrier particles depends on the melting point of
the carrier and the time after fission at which that temperature
occurs. If the melting point of the carrier is high, the fractions
condensed will be low. If the melting point of the carrier is low,
the fractions condensed will be high. The fraction which had not
condensed into the liquid phase of the carrier can condense on or
react with the surface of the solid particles. These could consist
of the smaller of the melted particles or of unmelted particles that
enter the gas volume at later times.

1.5 FACTORS CONTROLLING FRACTIONATION IN FALLOUT

In an overall sense, the amount of each fission product found
in fallout relative to some standard of comparison depends on five
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main factors: (1) the original fission yields or relative abundance
of the fission products, (2) neutron capture by the fission products
themselves, (3) the degree to which each fission product condenses
into or onto the carrier particles, (4) neutron emissions in the
decay chain, and (5) the radiochemical standards used to measure the
fractionation.

The relative abundance of each fission product element origin-
ally produced depends on the fissile material used -- i.e. whether
the material is U2 35, U23o, Pu 2 39, or some other element. The fission
chain yields also depend on the energy spectrum of the incident neu-
trons. In comparison with the fission yields from thermal neutrons
on U2 3 5 , usually taken as the reference standard, the yields of the
elements in the lighter-mass peak for other types of fission in gen-
eral, shift more than do those in the heavier mass peak. With the
heavier fissile elements, the center of the lighter-mass group moves
toward the higher mass numbers. As the incident neutron energy in-
creases, the yields of the valley elements and those of highest and
lowest mass numbers rise and the neutron yield per fission increases.
The increase in neutron yield per fission tends to spread the two
peaks farther apart and, again, the lighter-mass group is shifted
more than the heavy group.

Neutron capture by the fission product elements would result in
a general shift of' the whole yield curve to higher mass numbers. The
result would be a decrease in the yields of the elements with the
smaller mass numbers (left side of the peaks) of both groups, and an
increase in the yields of the elements with the larger mass numbers
of both groups. Relatively little change would result in the yields
of elements in the peaks excepting for those that may have extremely
high capture cross-sections. The subject is not discussed further in
this report because of insufficient data.

Section 2 of this report discusses the role of the condensation
process in fallout formation and in fractionation. This process is
often assumed (and erroneously) to be the only cause of observed frac-
tionation in fallout.

Neutron emission during the decay process results in a product
nuclide with a mass number one unit less than the parent. This chain
bfshift" can be accounted for if the decay scheme is known. However

for many of the short-lived radionuclides there is insufficient data
for its further consideration in this report.

The experimental measure of fractionation is most often given
as an "B" factor or value relative to thermal-fission of'U 235 and
a selected radionuclide. The most commonly selected radionuclide
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for comparison is Mo9 9 . Thus, relative to these standards, a radio-
chemical assay of a fallout sample that gives an "R" value different
from one does not necessarily-mean that the nuclide in question has,
in fact, been fractionated. Knowledge of the true initial fission
yields are required to correct the observed assay data to determine
whether fractionation has, in fact, occurred.

.1 -

6



SECTION 2

THE CONDENSATION PROCESS

2.1 THE FIRST PERIOD OF CONDENSATION

2.1.1 Description of the Formation Process

As is implied by the general description of the formation
process given in Section 1, no single well-defined condensation
time for the fission product mixture can exist. Rather, it is a
continuing process that can be separated into the two more or less
well-defined time periods described above. In the first time period
(during the cooling of the fireball), the major feature of the con-
densation proea'-s is the existence of vapor-liquid phase equilibria.
This period of condensation ends when the carrier material solidi-
fies, with the fission products being either fixed in a solid solu-
tion matrix or compounded with the carrier material.

The major feature of the second period of condensation is the
existence of vapor-solid phase equilibria in which the remaining
fission product elements condense at lower temperatures on the sur-
face of solid particles. The second period of condensation never
ceases in an absolute sense, except for those particles which'fall
out or otherwise leave the space containing the residual gases.
Actually, the process can reverse for a fission product element
that later decays to a more volatile element; for example, elements
like iodine and the rare gases could sublime as fast as they form
from non-volatile precursors (i.e., at ordinary temperatures) con-
densed on the surface of fallout particles. This process is unlikely
when the fission products are trapped within a glassy matrix, since
the vapor pressures due to the low concentration of dissolved fission
products (ca. 10-10 moles/mole) would be extremely low, and diffusion
through the glass solid would be very slow.

7



The essential problem in the theory for the process during
the first period of condensation is to establish the vapor-liquid
phase equilibria of each fission product element at the time that
the carrier material solidifies; that is, to determine the fraction
of each element present, condensed, inside the carrier melt when it
solidifies.

When one of two phases in contact is a gas, simple kinetic
theory can be used to show that condensation-vaporization equili-
brium can be established within a small fraction of a second at
temperatures above 10000 K. Thus those gaseous species of each
fission product elementthat do not react with the liquid carrier
but dissolve into it should obey Henry's law of dilute solutions.
In fact, the solutions should be sufficiently dilute as to result
in no change in the free energy of the liquid carrier so that the
free energy of each element in the solution should be independent
of any other. Therefore, it is possible to consider the solubil-
ity of each element as making a two-component system with the
carrier. Moreover, there should be no appreciable surface loading
(large excess surface concentrations) during the condensation pro-
cess if the temperature range over which the liquid carrier exists
exceeds 200 or 300 0 C. A concentration gradient in a particle, how-
ever should exist especially for the larger particles of which some
may not be melted in the center when the air or gas temperature
about thq particle falls below the melting point of the bulk carrier.

2.1.2 Condensation Thermodynamics

For the condensation of dn•i moles of element j from a gaseous
mixture t~a liquid solution, the change in the partial molar free.
energy, of the element in the gas is given by

62 P. 6L± 3 dT 0 d__

dF4ý RT + +RT -6T P r +RT6xf)()

j , 'j P,T

and the corresponding change in its partial molar free energy, F in
the solution is

= ET + RT + RT (2)S=RT 6P T,N ,N\ 6N a P,

C P)..JPI



where P is the total pressure, T is the temperature, N is the mole
fraction of element j in the gas mixture, N is its mle fraction
in the liquid, fj is its fugacity (idealizel pressure) in the gas
phase and fj is its fugacity in the liquid phase. At moderate and
low total pressures, the fugacity of the element in the gas phase
is given by

0 0O

f = N•%f (3)

in which fis the fugacity of the gas at the total pressure of the
mixture and therefore

I(4

The fugacity of the element in the liquid phase, according to Henry's
law is given by

fi = N ik j (5)

in which ki is the Henry's law constant at a given temperature and
total pressure; hence

, N (6)

In an equilibrium process, the two changes in the partial molar
free energies for the transfer of dn1 moles from the gas mixture to
the liquid solution are equal. Equating Eqs. 1 and 2 and substituting

the appropriate thermodynamic equivalents for the indicated partial
differentials gives

-O -Ovj dnN Lj L.
T +dP Ln dT+d= dP - J, ÷ T+tnN (7)

PT PT_2  J RT RPT()

in which V. is the partial molar volume of element j in the gas mix-
-O 1)

ture, Lj is its relative partial molar heat content in the gas mix-
ture, Vj is its partial molar volume in the liquid solution, Lj is
its relative partial molar heat content in the liquid solution, R is
the molar gas constant, P is total pressure, and T is the temperature
in OK. For dilute solutions,

9



10 - =AH (8)
J

whereAZiH is the heat of vaporization of the condensing specie of
element j. Actually,AHv is the heat of the reaction for the vapor-
ization of the gas from its form in solution. If it exists as a dif-
ferent compound in solution, the heat of formation of this compound is
included in the value of &H.. For an ideal solution, or one in which
there is no heat of dilution or compound formation, 4Hv is the actual
heat of vaporization. Since V'P>-w, (Vj/RT)dP (or,61nfj/6P) can be
neglected. For an ideal gas, can be replaced by N'P. Then

fo-o
3ý = - = -P -(9)

Substituting Eqs. 8 and 9 into Eq. 7 and integrating gives

Ni e- (/0)

i ' ," - -A v/RT
in which k is an integrati6n constant and where the term k.e v
is identifiable via Eqs. 3 'and 5 (fo = f; = p., the partialJpressure
of element j; and fý = P) as the Henry's law constant. It may be
noted from Eq. 10 tat :an increase in P results in a decrease in the
ratio N°/N. or an increase in the mole fraction of the minor constitu-
ent J, in ihe liquid phase relative to its mole fraction in the gas
phase. For early time condensations (high M.P. of carrier), when the
temperature is high and the gas volume not fully expanded, the total
pressure should be high; thus the effect of the pressure alone would
tend to produce a more' complete condensation at shorter times after
detonation. However, the Henry's law constant also is larger at
higher temperatures so that the two terms in Eq. 10 would decrease
(or increase) simultaneously and the change in the ratio of the two
mole fractions with time (or temperature) in the expanding gas volume
will be less than for just the decrease in temperature.

2.1.3 Effect of Carrier Particle Size on Mole Fraction Ratio

A dependence of the ratio of the mole fractions on the size
of the liquid drop, itself may exist because the dependence of the
total pressure about each drop on drop-size.
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This dependence is given by
RT~nP/po-- 4yM/Pd (11)

in which po is the vapor pressure of the carrier material over the
liquid with a flat surface, p is the pressure over the drop of dia-
meter, d, y is the surface tension of the drop (assumed independent
of T), M is the molecular weight of the carrier) and? is the density
of the liquid. For A1 2 03 at 20500C and 5i02 at 18000C, the value of
y is 690 dynes/cm and 30ý dynes/cm, respectively. 1 0 The value of
the ratio, p/iP, for these values of 7 is not very different from
unity for diameters larger than a few tenths of a micron. Hence,
unless the carrier material has a surface tension larger than do
these two oaides by more than two order~s of magnitude, the increased
vapor pressure of the carrier material over the larger drops should
not be enough to result in larger values of Nj. If the surface ten-
sion were extremely large, the fission product elements most likely
to be preferentially condensed on the smaller particles are those
whose volatilities are the same or lower than that of the carrier
itself. These would co-condense with the volatilized carrier
molecules as soon as the temperature dropped to the carrier boil-
ing point, since at this time the vapor pressure of the carrier
material would be a large fraction of the total pressure. At the
melting point of the carrier, its own vapor pressure would be so
small a fraction of the total pressure that it could not influefice
the mole fraction ratio even if the surface tension were extremely
large.

For particles with a fairly large range in sizes, the mole
fraction, Nj, needs to be precisely defined. Carrier materials such
as silicate soils containing metal oxides are refractory materials
with low heat conductance. As mentioned above, a particle need not
be completely melted throughout its volume in order to condense
gaseous molecules. Only a liquid layer of film on its exterior is
required for the process. Also, since the time spent in the liquid
state is short, the condensates may not diffuse more than a short
distance from the surface of the particle before it solidifies.
Thus for particles of a given temperature histoiy, a maximum size
particle should exist that is completely melted before it resolidi-
fies. Elements or nuclides that condense first (less volatile than

the carrier) should penetrate somewhat farther into the completely
melted particles than those that are more volatile and condense
more rapidly just before the particle solidifies if the penetration
depended only on diffusion.

The penetration of the condensates into the liquid drop and
its rate of distribution throughout the volume would be more rapid
if caused by turbulence and convection - especially in the peripheral
regions of the liquid particles. The general uniformity of the
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